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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to amendment received on Nov. 6, 2008. Claim 10 was 
amended. Claims 1-12 are pending examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-3 and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Multer et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,694,336 (referred to hereafter as Multer). 

As to claim 1 , Multer teaches a system for synchronizing data between service 
portals each hosting at least one personal information manager (PIM) service (see fig. 
7), each of said portals being accessible by means of remote access terminals, the 
system comprising 

first data synchronization means adapted to establish a correspondence between 
the data stored in the portals, wherein the first synchronization means "difference 
transmitter 602-608" includes a client-server architecture, the client and the server of 
this said architecture respectively comprising, a module hosted in one of said portals 
and communicating with a server "storage 300" implementing the personal information 
manager service of said portal (see col. 7 lines 45-67 and col. 6 lines 33-67, the 
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transmitter transmits synchronization data to a storage 300 which is sent later to a 
synchronization receiver), 

a synchronization module hosted within at least the other portal "synchronization 
receiver 60—910" and communicating with a server hosting a different personal 
information manager service, said modules communicating via a computer network 
"network 700" (see col. 6 lines 33-67). 

As to claim 2, Multer teaches the system as claimed in claim 1 , further 
comprising a second means for synchronizing data "storage 300 and database 
database" between the portals and at least a portion some of said terminals (see col. 6 
lines 33-45). 

As to claim 3, Multer teaches the system as claimed in claim 2, wherein the 
second synchronization means includes a client-server architecture, the client and the 
server of said architecture of the second synchronization means respectively 
comprising, a client module "device engine 104a" hosted within each of the terminals 
and, a synchronization module hosted within the portal, said client and synchronization 
modules communicating via a computer network (see col. 7 lines 20-67, sync receiver 
and delta engine on the storage server and the client forms a client-server architecture). 

As to claim 8, Multer teaches an access platform for services of a first service 
portal hosting at least one personal information manager (PIM) service, the first service 
portal comprising a set of at least one server providing access to said services "storage 
server 300", accessible to remote access terminals and associated with storage means 
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in which personal information is loaded, and a synchronization system between service 
portals including the first portal "sync transmitter", each of said portals being accessible 
by means of remote access terminals and hosting at least one personal information 
manager service (see fig. 7), wherein the synchronization system comprises 

first data synchronization means adapted to establish a correspondence between 
data stored in the portals, wherein the first synchronization means includes a client- 
server architecture portal (see col. 7 lines 45-67 and col. 6 lines 33-67, the transmitter 
transmits synchronization data to a storage 300 which is sent later to a synchronization 
receiver), the client and the server of said architecture respectively comprising 

a module hosted in the first portal and communicating with a server of said set, 
and a synchronization module hosted within at least one other portal and 
communicating with a server hosting a different personal information manager service, 
said modules communicating via a computer network (see col. 6 lines 33-67). 

As to claim 9, Multer teaches the platform as claimed in claim 8, further 
comprising means to generate a man-machine interface "web browser 610"on displays 
the screen of the terminals, adapted to initiate generation and transmission of 
synchronization commands intended for the synchronization system (see col. 7 lines 55- 
67 and col. 15 lines 13-25, web browser 610 generates the transmission of the sync 
data). 

As to claim 10, Multer teaches a method of synchronizing data between service 
portals each hosting at least one personal information manager (PIM) service, the 
method comprising the steps of: 
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generating a synchronization command using a man-machine interface supplied 
by a synchronization client of a client-server architecture hosted, on the one hand, in 
one of said portals and, on the other hand, in at least one other portal said command 
conveying information relating to the data to be synchronized (see col. 7 lines 45-67 and 
col. 6 lines 33-67, the transmitter transmits synchronization data to a storage 300 which 
is sent later to a synchronization receiver); and 

implementing the synchronization of data between the portals using a 
synchronization server hosted in said other portal(s) and indicated in the 
synchronization command (see col. 6 lines 33-67). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 4, 5 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Multer in view of Ims et al. U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0091533 
(referred to as Ims). 

As to claims 4, 5, and 1 1 , Multer teaches a system and method for exchanging 
data between two portals using a client server architecture (see fig. 7 and col. 7 lines 
35-67). Multer does not explicitly teach that the exchanging data according to a 
standardized data synchronization language using content description markers such as 
XML. 
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Ims, however, teaches a system and method for exchanging data using XML 
format (see abstract). It would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to implement the exchange of data using content description 
markers such as XML as described in Ims because XML is very widely known and used 
in the web information exchange and therefore using XML would make the system and 
method of Multer compatible with most web interfaces and also would avoid the need to 
write application specific logic for dealing with service interactions as explicitly 
suggested by Ims (see Ims abstract). 

5. Claims 6, 7 and 12are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Multer in view of Microsoft Computer Dictionary 5 th Edition 

As to claims 6, 7 and 12, Multer teaches a system and method for exchanging 
data between two portals using a client server architecture (see fig. 7 and col. 7 lines 
35-67). Multer does not explicitly teach that the data is presented according to Vcard or 
Vcalender format. 

It would have been obvious for one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Multer by exchanging Vcard or Vcalender format as evident by 
Microsoft Dictionary that Vcard and Vcalender is a widely used format that's been 
developed since 1996 and therefore doing so would make versatile and more 
compatible with other clients that use applications that use Vcard and Vcalender format. 

6. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but are not persuasive. 
Applicant argues in substance that Multer does not disclose said portals are accessible 
by means of remote portals. 
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In response to applicant's arguments, the recitation said portals are accessible by 
means of remote portals has not been given patentable weight because the recitation 
occurs in the preamble. A preamble is generally not accorded any patentable weight 
where it merely recites the purpose of a process or the intended use of a structure, and 
where the body of the claim does not depend on the preamble for completeness but, 
instead, the process steps or structural limitations are able to stand alone. See In re 
Hirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 
1 52, 88 USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 1 951 ). 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HUSSEIN A. EL CHANTI whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3999. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:30-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571 )272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
/Hussein Elchanti/ 
July 28, 2008 
/ARIO ETIENNE/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2457 



